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Table 1- Soil properties prior to the experiment
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Table 2- Results of variance analysis (mean of squares) of nitrogen application rates and seedling beds on garlic yield and
components yield
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ns: non-significant and * and ** are significant at 5 and 1% probability level, respectively.
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Fig. 1- Effect of different nitrogen application rates on leaf dry weight of garlic
D5 a0y gty Jloto s 13 (5l stme Siglis SUI> (glatels iz el oll e By L slaSilis
Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0a=0.05).
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Fig. 2- Effect of different nitrogen application rates on bulb number of garlic
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (¢=0.05).

cd\_,.).\m DL.JS u_A‘ dl)_: dIA_:.\:u 9 u_cl)) Jﬁ_aol wLC) 9 cusls
Pblon e 53 4 Mg ol

yShae - 535550 355 511 S jbomt 5 2kl 3 Slas
Byao 4S5 0k (¥ Jodn) 391 (P +/+0) Hbd gime yomw (g2l
o3 Ve g V0 g el i 4 (ks p)SokS Vev g O
45650ked c b cpy b Aald b duolis )y (gobasdl 5 Sles
a Cuwd pw DSlae STy Cawl oaib odls L ¥ IS5 0 &S
(V7 JS) 392 St (13955 395 Bpaae a8

1200 + 0O Economic

1000 -

800 -

600 - b

Yield (g.m?)

400 -

200

s il LY 51 (6 oS dy e Sl s ol g

ojlush (1392 294500 4559 i 355 B pae Al L ol e yow )3 4
2 oS bl (5ringid dlge 085 sl (Sj5e plgis 4 4
ORlilian phdl o) gl (e bulpd (39 caslio @90
SolS ST byl cpl o culad g0 s y2 53 (g5ugid lgo zesd
L1y 355 e Slgicen 23,8 s 5e g Jlad s 3lass i
Pelter ) wlos xi yo Fow ylad (iol3dl aseis )> g s dlass il 38l
5! grg" 4S el ol o Ol}fun ol pl .(et al., 2000
o515 al5 8 sy s 35 Slas 39100 g Lol (slo Sl

M Biologic

a

50 100

Nitrogen application rate (kg.ha'l)

20 (S50 5 ,8os 9 (LAl > Shos (59 %5 i pdlie 51T IS
Fig. 3- Effect of different nitrogen application rates on economical and biological yield of garlic
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Fig. 4- Effect of different nitrogen application rates on garlic HI
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Fig. 5- Effect of different planting beds on garlic leaf dry weight
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Fig. 6- Effect of different planting beds on garlic bulb number
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Table 4- Coefficients of correlation between leaf dry weight, yield and yield components of garlic

A dlaxi N9 am 3 Nlos &Ll ,Slos S KA 439 Ole

Bulb number Biological yield Economical yield Leaf dry weight Characteristics

| Sy SiS bjs
Leaf dry weight
Economical yield

1 0.839" 0.817" il 25ae
Biological yield

1 0.459" 0.503" 0.251° e Sl

Bulb number

Lo pd S g gy Jloin] g )3 4l re iy 4 FF G F
* and ** are significant at the 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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